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REMARKS 

Claims 1-3 and 5-8 are pending in this application. Claims 1-3, 5 and 6 are allowed. 
By this Amendment, claims 7 and 8 are amended for clarity only. No new matter is added. 

Entry of the amendments is proper under 37 CFR §1.116 since the amendments: (a) 
place the application in condition for allowance for the reasons discussed herein; (b) do not 
raise any new issue requiring further search and/or consideration as the amendments are 
merely for clarity; and (c) place the application in better form for appeal, should an appeal be 
necessary. The amendments are necessary and were not earlier presented because they are 
made in response to argxmients raised in the final rejection. Entry of the amendments is thus 
respectfully requested. 

The Office Action rejects claims 7 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Maruko et al. 
(Maruko), U.S. Patent Application Pubhcation No. 2002/0091479. The rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

Maruko fails to disclose or suggest controlling the boosting control portion so as to 
reduce the braking force when a steering operation is executed by a driver of the vehicle as 
started from the detection of the first possibility until a second possibilitv is detected, the 
second possibilitv corresponding to a condition in which the collision with the obstacle is 
inevitable solely by either of a steering operation and a braking operation by the driver, the 
boost-reducing control portion canceling the reduction of the braking force when the second 
possibilitv is detected , as recited in claim 7, and similarly in claim 8. 

Maruko discloses a supplementary brake-application control routine in Fig. 14, in 
which if the lane-changing indicative flag LC equals 1 (allegedly indicating steering by the 
driver) in step SI 16, the routine flows from step SI 16 to step SI 18, where the supplementary 
brake-application control is enabled with limitation (paragraph [0086]). When LC equals 0 
(allegedly indicating no steering by the driver), the routine flows from step SI 16 to step SI 17, 
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where the supplementary brake-application control is enabled without limitation (paragraph 
[0086]). Thus, in step S118, supplementary braking control is suppressed (paragraph [0088]). 
In step SI 17, supplementary braking control is not suppressed (paragraph [0087]). The 
Office Action alleges that the claimed second possibility occurs when the lane change IJ2 
ceases to be executed (i.e., allegedly meaning that there is no steering by the driver), and the 
routine flows from step SI 18 back to step SI 17, at which point the supplementary braldng 
control suppression is allegedly terminated. The alleged second possibility of Maruko thus 
occurs when the routine detects the that there is no more steering by the driver, but not when 
the collision with the obstacle is inevitable solely by either of a steering operation and a 
braking operation by the driver, as recited in claims 7 and 8. 

Further, Maruko teaches that the electronically-controlled vacuum brake booster 24 
(which enhances supplementary braked-application control) is operated during the 
suppressive mode of step SI 18 when actual braking pressure Pr is less than compensated 
target braking pressure Pt* so that actual braking pressure Pr is brought closer to compensated 
target braking pressure Pt* (paragraph [0090]). Thus, Maruko teaches reducing the 
supplementary braking control suppression of step SI 18 when actual braking pressure Pr is 
less than compensated target braking pressure Pt*, but not when the second possibilitv is 
detected (i.e., when the collision with the obstacle is inevitable) . Moreover, Maruko only 
teaches that the suppression is reduced, not canceled, as recited in claims 7 and 8, Thus, 
claims 7 and 8 arc patentable over Maruko. Therefore, it is respectfully requested that the 
rejection be withdrawn. 
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In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of claims 7 and 8, 
in addition to allowed claims 1-3, 5 and 6, are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 



Respectfully submitted. 




JAO:DRK/kxs 



Date: November 17, 2006 



OlIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC 

P.O. Box 19928 

Alexandria, Virginia 22320 
Telephone: (703) 836-6400 



DEPOSIT ACCOUNT USE 
AUTHORIZATION 



Please grant any extension 

necessary for entry; 
Charge any fee due to our 
Deposit Account No. 15-0461 
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